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night-shift work and breast and prostate cancer risk: 
updating the evidence from epidemiological studies
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ABsTrACT
It has been hypothesized that circadian disruption is re-

lated to higher cancer risk. Since the International Agency for 
Research on Cancer classified shift work involving circadian 
disruption as probably carcinogenic to humans (Group 2A), mul-
tiple studies have been conducted to test this hypothesis. The 
aim of this systematic review was to summarize the findings 
and evaluate the quality of existing epidemiological studies 
(case-control and cohort studies) on the relationship between 
night-shift work and breast and prostate cancer risk.

Thirty-three epidemiological studies investigating the 
relationship between night-shift work and breast (n = 26) or 
prostate (n = 8) cancer risk were included (one paper includ-
ed both sites). The Newcastle-Ottawa Scale for the quality of 
non-randomized studies was used to assess the risk of bias of 
the publications. The studies included were heterogeneous 
regarding population (general population, nurses working in 
rotating shifts, and other) and measurement of exposure to 
night-shift work (ever vs. never exposure, short vs. long-term, 
rotating vs. permanent) and, thus, a diversity of outcomes 
were observed even within the same type of cancer. In sum-
mary, 62.5% works found some type of association between 
night-shift work and increased risk of cancer, for both breast 
and prostate. The risk of bias scored an average of 7.5 over 
9 stars. Due to the limitations inherent in these studies, the 
evidence of a possible association between night-shift work 
and breast or prostate cancer risk remains uncertain and 
more studies providing greater control of exposure and con-
founding factors are required. Despite the lack of conclusive 
evidence, application of the precautionary principle seems 
advisable.

Keywords. Breast cancer. Prostate cancer. Shift work. Circadi-
an disruption. Light at night.

resUMen
Se ha formulado la hipótesis de que la disrupción circa-

diana está relacionada con un mayor riesgo de cáncer. Desde 
que la Agencia Internacional de Investigación sobre el Cáncer 
clasificó la disrupción circadiana asociada al trabajo por tur-
nos como “probablemente carcinógeno para los humanos” 
(Grupo 2A) se han llevado a cabo numerosos estudios para 
confirmar o rechazar esta hipótesis. Por esa razón, el objetivo 
de esta revisión sistemática fue analizar la posible asociación 
entre el trabajo nocturno por turnos y el riesgo de cáncer de 
mama o próstata.

Se incluyeron treinta y tres estudios epidemiológicos so-
bre la relación entre el riesgo de padecer cáncer de mama (n 
= 26) o próstata (n = 8) y el trabajo nocturno; un estudio eva-
luó ambas localizaciones. El riesgo de sesgo de los artículos 
se evaluó mediante la escala Newcastle-Ottawa. Los estudios 
incluidos en esta revisión fueron heterogéneos respecto a po-
blación incluida (población general, enfermeras a turnos, y 
otros), medida de la exposición a trabajo nocturno (siempre vs 
nunca, a corto vs largo plazo, a turnos o fijo) y, por tanto, los 
hallazgos fueron variados incluso para el mismo tipo de cáncer. 
En resumen, un 62,5% de los estudios encontraron asociación 
entre el trabajo nocturno y el riesgo aumentado de padecer 
cáncer, tanto de mama como de próstata. El riesgo de sesgo 
medio fue de 7,5 estrellas sobre 9. Debido a las limitaciones 
inherentes a estos estudios, la evidencia de una posible asocia-
ción entre el trabajo nocturno y el riesgo de cáncer de mama 
o próstata sigue siendo incierta, por lo que se requieren más 
estudios epidemiológicos con mayor control de la exposición y 
de los factores de confusión. No obstante, parece aconsejable 
la aplicación del principio de precaución.

Palabras clave. Cáncer de mama. Cáncer de próstata. Trabajo 
por turnos. Disrupción circadiana. Exposición a luz durante la 
noche.
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inTrodUCCión

Approximately 20% of the working pop-
ulation in Europe and North America works 
in shifts1. Shift work is most frequent in the 
transport sector, factories, and emergency 
services (i.e. hospitals, primary care, law 
enforcement, fire-fighting, etc.). Shift- and 
night-time work is increasing in modern so-
cieties. However, people who work at night 
tend to sleep less, are exposed to artificial 
light during night hours, and stay awake 
when they would normally be resting.

At the same time, the burden of cancer is 
growing worldwide2 and breast and prostate 
cancer have the greatest incidence in wom-
en and men, respectively3,4. Risk factors re-
sponsible for the growing rate of cancer in-
cidence are multiple and heterogeneous. It 
is well known that the occurrence of cancer 
cannot be attributed solely to genetic fac-
tors. In fact, research shows that about half 
of the global cancer burden is due to modi-
fiable factors (e.g., obesity, diet, sedentary 
lifestyle, endocrine disrupting chemicals, 
etc) and is hence potentially preventable5,6.

Research has shown that animal ex-
posed to light at night (LAN) showed 
increased mammary carcinogenesis7-9. 
Although there is less evidence in hu-
mans10,11, various studies suggest that fe-
male night-shift workers have an increased 
risk of breast cancer12,13.

Based on evidence (mostly from studies 
on animals), the International Agency for Re-
search on Cancer (IARC) published a report 
in 2007 stating that shift work involving cir-
cadian disruption is “probably carcinogenic 
to humans”11 (Group 2A). Two years after 
the IARC report, Denmark was obliged to 
pay compensation to thirty-eight long-term 
female night-shift workers who had devel-
oped breast cancer14. However, the evidence 
for the association between night-shift work 
and cancer risk was uncertain.

According to the IARC statement, night-
shift work could negatively affect human 
health as it may increase the risk of de-
veloping cancer. In mammals, exposure to 
LAN disrupts the circadian clock that co-
ordinates biology and behaviour with dai-
ly environmental changes in the day-night 

cycle15. Exposure to artificial light occurs 
through the retina, and this decreases 
melatonin production16. Given that mela-
tonin protects animals from cancer17-20 and 
inhibits tumour growth in human cancer 
cells21,22, it is believed that it has oncostatic 
properties, including possible anti-estro-
genic and anti-aromatase activity, and also 
that decreased melatonin production may 
lead to increased oestrogen production23,24.

Circadian rhythm is a mechanism relat-
ed to the cycle of light and dark influenc-
ing sleep, body temperature and hormone 
secretion14,25-27, and it is linked to the endo-
crine system, as hypothalamus regulates 
the production of melatonin by the pineal 
gland. Circadian disruption takes place 
when environmental factors, such as LAN, 
interact with the circadian pacemarker lo-
cated in the suprachiasmatic nucleus of the 
hypothalamus. Since the highest levels of 
melatonin are produced along the night28, 
exposure to LAN alters its natural release.

There have been several systematic re-
views and meta-analyses on breast cancer 
and its possible relation to both night-shift 
work and circadian disruption, but the evi-
dence provided remains inconclusive12,29,30 
and they did not included the latest stud-
ies. On the other hand, fewer studies have 
focused on prostate cancer and night-shift 
work31. We decided to include both breast 
and prostate cancer in order to study the 
most frequent hormone-related cancers wid-
ening the scope of this review. Accordingly, 
the objective of this systematic review was 
to analyze the potential link between night-
shift work and breast or prostate cancer risk.

MeTHods

Systematic review of studies assessing 
the relationship between night-shift work 
and risk of breast or prostate cancer. A com-
prehensive search of works published up 
to October 2017 was undertaken through 
CINAHL, Embase, Scopus, Web of Knowl-
edge, and PubMed databases. The search 
strategy used thesauri as well as the fol-
lowing keywords: (shift work, Shift Work 
Schedule [Mesh] OR night-work OR rotating 
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shift OR evening shift OR night time shift OR 
night-shift work OR circadian disrupt OR cir-
cadian disruption OR circadian rhythm) AND 
(melatonin [Mesh], breast [Mesh] cancer, 
prostate [Mesh] cancer, neoplasms [Mesh]). 
Cross-references were reviewed by reading 
systematic reviews and meta-analyses to lo-
cate studies not included in the results.

The inclusion criteria were: epide-
miological studies (case-control and co-
hort studies) performed in humans, inde-
pendently of age or sex, published after 
the year 2000, assessing the relationship 
between occupation-related exposure (lack 
of night-time sleep related with circadian 
disruption) and breast or prostate cancer. 
Studies regarding lack of sleep due to fac-
tors other than occupation and exposure 
to LAN were excluded, as also were studies 
about circadian disruption due to stress, 
jet lag, or non-occupational factors.

The Newcastle-Ottawa Scale (NOS) for 
the quality of non-randomized studies32 
was used to assess the risk of bias of the 
included studies. This scale is recommend-
ed by the Cochrane Collaboration and com-
prises eight questions grouped in three 
domains: selection, comparability, and ex-
posure (case-control) or outcome (cohort), 
and scored between zero and nine stars.

The selection of studies was inde-
pendently performed by two reviewers 

(ESF and AOL) and any discrepancies were 
resolved by a third reviewer (MRB); all of 
them piloted 50 publications in order to 
agree on basic concepts and to refine the 
selection criteria. Title and abstract of each 
published study were checked against the 
inclusion criteria; full text of the remaining 
studies was assessed. The open-source 
reference management software Mendeley 
was used. A form for data extraction was 
created to record bibliographic informa-
tion as well as the general characteristics 
of the studies, such as population, effect 
size, exposure, and adjusted variables.

resULTs

Our search produced 958 results for 
night-shift work and cancer. A total of 841 
studies were excluded in the first phase 
alter reading of title and abstract. Further 
88 publications were excluded, and four 
additional publications were included after 
searching cross-references (Fig. 1). Final-
ly, a total of 33 epidemiological studies33-65 
met all the inclusion criteria, including 16 
cohort studies and 17 case-control studies, 
and were classified into two groups: breast 
cancer (twenty-six studies) and prostate 
cancer (eight studies); one study reported 
on both cancer sites (Table 1).

Figure 1. Flow diagram of the search and selection of reviews.

Studies retrieved for title 
and abstract review (n=958)

Eligible for full text reading 
(n=117)

Cross-references (n=4)

Studies included (n=33)

Studies excluded (n=88):
– circadian disruption not related to 

occupational factors
– assessed effect other than risk of 

cancer

Studies excluded (n=841):
– animal studies
– written before the year 2000
– genetics studies
– in vitro studies
– comments on other publications
– letters to the editor
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Table 1. Characteristics of works studying night-shift work and risk 
of breast or prostate cancer included in this review

Characteristics n %

Cancer sitea

Breast 26 76.5
Prostate 8 23.5

study design

Cohort 16 48.5
Case-control 17 51.5

Quality scoreb 

6 3 9.1
7 13 39.4
8 10 30.3
9 7 21.2

Population

General population 15 45.5
Nurses 7 21.2
Members of the Armed Forces 1 3.0
Twins database 3 9.1
Workers in other sectors 7 21.2

a: one study included both cancer sites; b: number of stars scored following 
the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale.

Regarding epidemiological design, 
48.5% of works were cohort studies and 
51.5% were case-control (Table 1). Most 
studies were conducted on samples drawn 
from the general population (45.5%) and 
21.2% focused solely on nurses. Table 2 
shows the main characteristics of each 
study, namely: population sample, study 
type, cancer type and exposure measure-
ment of night-shift work.

Study populations were heterogeneous 
also in terms of occupation (Table 1). Some 
of the publications reported results from 
the female cohort of the Nurses’ Health 
Study (NHS), which is composed of the 
NHS or NHSII, depending on the time of re-
cruitment. The NHS is a research study on 
the risk factors for major chronic diseases 
in women in the USA. It started in 1976 with 
121,701 female nurses between 30-55 years 
of age. In contrast, the NHSII began in 1989 
with 116,671 female registered nurses, 25-42 
years of age. From enrolment, participants 
in both cohorts have completed follow-up 

questionnaires at two-year intervals with 
regard to their health status and medical 
history. Other selected publications were 
based on studies such as the Shanghai tex-
tile bureau, GENICA, Swedish Registry, the 
Norwegian Board of Health, CECILE study, 
WOLF longitudinal study, MCC-Spain, Mil-
lion Women Study, Swedish twin registry, 
EPIC-Oxford, and UK Biobank.

The selected studies were heterogene-
ous about exposure measurements due to 
differences in night-shift work exposure 
and assessment methods (Table 2). Some 
studies compared an ever exposure to a 
never exposure to night-shift work61, while 
other47,54,59 discriminate between short and 
long-term night-shift work without agree-
ing in the concept of short-term; moreover, 
type of shift work was assessed: rotating33, 
permanent night-shifts63 or both59. In addi-
tion, most studies gathered data by means 
of questionnaires while other did via per-
sonal interview or by extrapolation59 (Ta-
ble 2).
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Table 2. Characteristics of the selected studies on breast cancer or prostate cancer and night-shift work

Year study type (n)
Population

Cases
effecta

exposure definition 
and assessment Adjusted variables

Breast cancer

Davis
et al
(2001)64

Case-control
N controls = 793
Women from GP

N cases = 813
OR = 1.14
(1.01-1.28)

Number of nights/week, 
continuously
- Interview

Parity, breast cancer in mother and/or 
sister, OC use (ever), and discontinued 
use of HRP <5 years ago

Hansen
et al
(2001)48

Case-control
N controls = 7,035
Women from GP

N cases 7,035
OR = 1.5
(1.3-1.7)

≥6 months in trades 
with ≥60% nigh-work
- Interview

Socio-economic status, age at the birth 
of first and last child, and number of 
children

Schernhammer
et al
(2001)40

Cohort
N = 78,562
Nurses NHS

N = 2,441
RR = 1.36
(1.04-1.78)

≥30 years night-shift 
work
- Interview

Age, menarche before age 12, parity, 
age at first birth, first-degree family 
history of breast cancer, history of be-
nign breast disease, ever use OC, post-
menopausal in 1988, age at menopause, 
current PMH and BMI, BMI at age 18, 
menopause, alcohol consumption, so-
cioeconomic status, education

Schernhammer
et al
(2005)43

Nested case-control
N controls = 291
Nurses NHSII

N cases = 147
OR = 0.59
(0.36-0.97)

Number of nights in 
2 weeks before urine 
collection; lifetime 
history of night-work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire, 
biomarkers (melatonin 
levels)

Age, menopausal status, age at me-
narche, number of births, family histo-
ry of breast cancer, BMI, alcohol, his-
tory of benign breast disease, current 
antidepressant use, worked night-shift 
≥1 during the 2 weeks before urine 
collection, never worked night-shift, 
months worked on rotating night-shifts

O’Leary
et al
(2006)42

Case-control
N controls = 509
Women from GP

N cases = 487
OR = 0.32
(0.13-0.81)

≥8 years night-shift 
work
- Interview

Age, ever used alcohol, history of be-
nign breast disease, education, ever 
used hormone replacement therapy, 
ever used OC, family history of breast 
cancer, history of fertility problems, 
ever lactated, ever had a mammogram, 
reproductive history, ethnicity, reli-
gion, total household income before 
taxes in the last year

Schernhammer
et al
(2006) 37

Cohort
N = 115,022
Nurses NHS

N = 1,352
RR = 1.79
(1.06-3.01)

≥20 years night-shift 
work
- Interview

Age, family history of breast cancer, 
BMI, age at menarche, history of be-
nign breast disease, ever used OC; age 
at first birth, parity, alcohol consump-
tion, premenopausal, current smoker

Lie
et al
(2006) 46

Nested case-control
N controls = 2,143
Nurses

N cases = 537
OR = 2.21
(1.10-4.45)

≥30 years night-shift 
work
- Norwegian Board of 
Health’s registry of 
nurses

Years with night-work, total employ-
ment time as a nurse, year of birth of 
nurses, age at graduation /first job, age 
at diagnosis of case, nulliparous, num-
ber of children, age at first birth

Pronk
et al
(2010) 38

Cohort
N = 73,049
Women from GP

N = 717
HR = 0.8
(0.5-1.2)

>17 years night-shift 
work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire

Age at cohort entry, breast cancer in 
first-degree relative, education, pre-
menopausal, age at menarche, age at 
first live birth, no. of pregnancies, BMI, 
total caloric intake, occupational phys-
ical activity
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Year study type (n)
Population

Cases
effecta

exposure definition 
and assessment Adjusted variables

Pesch
et al
(2010) 65

Case-control
N controls = 57
Women from GP

N cases = 56
OR = 2.48
(0.62-9.99)

≥20 years night-shift 
work
- Interview

Age, menopausal status, education, 
parity, age at first birth, OC, hormone 
therapy, cigarette smoking, BMI, breast 
cancer in mother/sisters, no. of mam-
mograms

Lie
et al
(2011) 49

Nested Case-control
N controls = 895
Nurses

N cases = 699
OR = 1.8
(1.1-2.8)

≥5 years with ≥6 
consecutive night-shifts
- Interview

Age at stop time, menarche before age 
12 years, age at menarche, years, nul-
liparous, no. of children, age at first 
birth, first degree family history of 
breast cancer, ever use of OC or IUD, 
postmenopausal at stop time, age at 
menopause, BMI, recent hormonal 
treatment, alcohol consumption at 
stop time, ever smoked, daily exposure 
to x-rays

Hansen
and Stevens
(2012) 61

Nested case-control
N controls = 1,035
Nurses

N cases = 267
OR = 2.1
(1.3-3.2)

≥20 years night-shift 
work
- Interview and 
self-administered 
questionnaire

Age, length of work, marital status, 
years of schooling, occupational his-
tory, tobacco and alcohol drinking 
pattern, physical activity, reproductive 
history, use of contraceptives, use of 
HRT, breast cancer in mother and/or 
sister, BMI at age 20 and at the inter-
view, significant weight fluctuations 
since age 20, hours of sleep at the time 
of interview and 10 years previously

Hansen
and Lassen
(2012) 63

Nested case-control
N controls = 899
Military women

N cases = 
218
OR = 2.1
(1.0-4.5)

≥ 15 years night-shift 
work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire

Age, BMI, smoking, alcohol drinking, 
sun exposure habits, reproductive 
history, OC and HRT use, physical ac-
tivity at work, occupational exposure 
to radar or electromagnetic fields, oc-
casional sunbathing frequency, educa-
tional level, and diurnal preference

Fritschi
et al
(2013) 44

Case-control
N controls = 1,789
Women from GP

N cases = 1,205
OR = 1.02
(0.71-1.45)

>20 years night-shift 
work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire and 
telephone interview

Age group, menopausal status, socio-
economic and remoteness score, edu-
cation, country of birth, family history 
of breast cancer, number of children, 
breastfeeding, alcohol intake, physical 
activity, BMI, circadian type, circadian 
rhythm, circadian flexibility 

Grundy
et al
(2013) 62

Case-control
N controls = 1,179
Women from GP

N cases = 1,134
OR = 2.21
(1.14-4.31)

≥30 years shift work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire, 
telephone interview, 
and medical records

Age, BMI, ethnicity, household income, 
education, menopausal status, medica-
tion use, number of years of NSAID, OC, 
antidepressant and HRT use, reproduc-
tive history, lifestyle characteristics, 
lifetime alcohol consumption 

Rabstein
et al
(2013) 35

Case-control
N controls = 892
Women from GP

N cases = 827
OR = 4.73
(1.22-8.36)

≥20 years night-shift 
work
- Interview and 
biomarkers: 
determination of ER 
expression

Age, menopausal status, education, 
breast cancer in mother or sister, pari-
ty, age at first birth, duration of OC and 
HRT use, BMI, smoking, status of mam-
mograms until two years before inter-
view, and lifetime breastfeeding
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Year study type (n)
Population

Cases
effecta

exposure definition 
and assessment Adjusted variables

Knutsson
et al (2013)60.

Cohort
N = 4,036
Women from GP

N = 94
HR = 2.02
(1.03-3.95)

Shift with night-versus 
day
- Self-administered 
questionnaire and 
medical examination

Age, education, given birth, smokers, 
alcohol intake, BMI, waist-hip ratio, 
passed menopause, OC use, hormones 
other than contraceptives

Menegaux
et al
(2013) 47

Case-control
N controls = 1,317
Women from GP

N cases = 1,232
OR = 1.27
(0.99-1.64)

Ever worked at night
- Self-administered 
questionnaire

Demographic and socioeconomic 
characteristics, reproduction, medical 
history, family history of cancer, diet, 
lifestyle factors, residential and occu-
pational history over the lifetime

Koppes
et al.
(2014) 57

Cohort
N = 285,723
Women from GP

N = 2,531
HR = 1.04
(0.85-1.27)

Occasional and regular 
night-work
- Computer assisted 
personal interview

Age, origin, children in the household, 
education, occupational group, con-
tractual working hours, and job tenure

Åkerstedt
et al
(2015) 36

Cohort
N = 13,656
Women from the 
Swedish Twin 
Registry

N = 463
HR = 1.77
(1.03-3.04)

>20 years night-shift 
work
- Interview

Educational level, tobacco use, alcohol 
use, physical activity, body mass, have 
children, coffee use, previous cancer, 
menopause, use of hormones, includ-
ing OC

Wang
et al
(2015) 39

Case-control
N controls = 742
Women from GP

N cases = 712
OR = 1.34
(1.05-1.72)

Ever night-work
- Interview

Age, education, BMI, marital status, age 
at menarche, menopausal status, age 
at menopause, parity, physical activity, 
breast-feeding, family history of breast 
cancer

Li
et al
(2015) 41

Nested case-cohort
N cohort = 4,780
Textile workers

N cases = 1,709
HR = 0.88
(0.74-1.05)

>27.67 years night-shift 
work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire and 
interview

Age, age at beginning of follow up, du-
ration of follow up, years of employ-
ment in STIB, average number of jobs 
held, years doing shift work

Papantoniou
et al
(2016) 55

Case-control
N controls = 1,778
Women from GP

N cases = 1,708
OR = 1.18
 (0.97-1.43)

Ever night-work
- Interview

Age, family history of breast cancer, 
menopause status, BMI, alcohol con-
sumption at the age of 30-40, use of 
OC, education, marital status, tobacco 
smoking, physical activity, diet habits

Travis
et al
(2016) 54

a) Million Women 
Study cohort
N = 522,246
b) EPIC-Oxford 
cohort
N = 22,559
c) UK Biobank 
cohort
N = 251,045
Women from GP 

a) N = 673
RR = 1.00
(0.92-1.08)
b) N = 28
RR = 1.07
(0.71-1.62)
c) N = 67
RR = 0.78
(0.61-1.00)

Any vs. no night-shift
- Questionnaire

Socioeconomic status, age at men-
arche, parity and age at first birth, 
body mass index, alcohol intake, smok-
ing, strenuous physical activity, family 
history of breast cancer, living with a 
partner, use of OC, and RHT

Wegrzyn
et al
(2017) 33

Nurses cohort
a) NHSI N = 78,516
b) NHSII N = 114,559

N = 9,541
a) HR = 0.95
(0.77-1.17)
b) HR = 2.15
(1.23-3.73)

Long term rotating shift 
work
- Interview

Age, family history of breast cancer; 
BMI, age at menarche, history of be-
nign breast disease, ever used OC; age 
at first birth, parity, alcohol consump-
tion, premenopausal, current smokers
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Year study type (n)
Population

Cases
effecta

exposure definition 
and assessment Adjusted variables

Vistisen
et al
(2017) 34

Cohort
N = 155,540
Public sector female 
workers

N = 1,245
RR = 0.90
(0.80-1.01)

Ever working night-
shifts
- Danish working 
database

Age, age at first child, parity, family 
history of breast or ovarian cancer, 
sex hormones, medications related to 
alcoholism, family educational level, 
mammography screening

Schwartzbaum
et al
(2007) 59

Cohort
N = 1,148,661
Women working at 
least half time

SIR = 0.94
(0.74-1.18)

Extrapolation from the 
ULF
- Interview

Age, socioeconomic status, occupa-
tional position, county of residence

Prostate cancer

Schwartzbaum
 et al
(2007) 59

Cohort
N = 2,102,126
Men working at least 
half time

SIR = 1,04
(0.99-1.10)

Extrapolation from the 
ULF
- Interview

Age, socioeconomic status, occupa-
tional position, county of residence 

Kubo
et al
(2006) 52

Cohort
N = 14,052
Male workers 

N = 31
RR = 3.0
(1.2-7.3)
RR = 1.7
(0.5-5.9)

Rotating-shift workers.
Fixed nights
- Self-administered 
questionnaire

Age, family history of prostate cancer, 
study area surveyed, body mass index, 
smoking, alcohol drinking, job type, 
physical activity at work, workplace, 
perceived stress, educational level, 
marital status

Kubo
et al
(2011) 51

Cohort
N = 4,995
Male workers 

N = 17
OR = 1.79
(0.57-5.68)

Mean = 25.3 years of 
shift work
- Self-administered 
questionnaire

BMI, alcohol intake, smoking, exercise, 
marriage status

Parent
et al
(2012) 58

Cohort
N = 3,137
Male workers 

N = 400
OR = 2.09
(1.40-3.14)

≥6 months working 
between 1:00-2:00 AM
- Interviews

Smoking, alcohol, BMI, farming, occu-
pational physical activity

Papantoniou
et al
(2015) 53

Case-control
N controls = 1,388
GP

N cases = 1,095
OR = 1.14
(0.94-1.37)
OR = 1.37
(1.05-1.81)

≥1 year night-shift work
Interview
≥28 years night-shift 
work
- Interview

Age, education, BMI, smoking, histo-
ry of prostate cancer, sleep duration, 
sleep problems, chronotype, physical 
activity, diet habits

Dickerman
et al
(2016) 50

Cohort
N = 11,370
Older Finnish Twin 
Cohort

N = 602
HR = 1.3
(1.1-1.6)

Rotating shift work
- Questionnaire

Age, education, BMI, physical activity, 
social class, smoking status, alcohol 
use, snoring, and zygosity

Behrens
et al
(2017)45

Cohort
N = 1,757
Men from 
industrialized area 
in Germany

N = 76
HR = 2.29
(1.43-3.67)
HR = 2.27
(1.42-3.64)

- Interview
Ever shift work

Ever night-work

Age, smoking status, family history of 
prostate cancer, education, and equiv-
alent income

Åkerstedt
et al
(2017)56

Cohort
N = 12,322
Men from the 
Swedish Twin 
Registry 

N = 454
HR = 0.91
(0.74-1.12)
HR = 0.72
(0.50-1.05)

- Interview
Ever night-work

Ever shift work

Age, educational level, tobacco use, 
alcohol; physical activity, body mass 
index, have children, coffee use, and 
previous cancer

a: effect (95% CI); GP: general population; OR: odds ratio; RR : risk ratio; OC: oral contraceptive; PMH: postmenopausal hor-
mone; BMI: Body Mass Index; HRT: hormone replacement therapy; NSAID: nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; IUD: intrau-
terine device; ULF: Sweden’s annual survey of living conditions; SIR: standardized incidence ratio.
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Scores from the NOS to assess the risk 
of bias ranged from six to nine stars with 
an average of 7.5. Most case-control stud-
ies defined and selected groups adequately 

(30 of 33, 90.9%) and ensured comparabili-
ty (28, 84.8%). One study obtained only one 
of the three maximum stars in the defini-
tion of the outcome or exposure (Table 3).

Table 3. Quality assessment of the studies following the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale

Case-control studies

Author (Year) 

selection
(Max. 4 stars)

Comparability
(Max. 2 stars)

exposure
(Max. 3 stars) Total 

Quality 
scoreCase 

definition
represen-
tativeness

selection 
of 

control

definition 
of control

Ascertainment 
of exposure

same 
methods

none 
response 

rate

Davis (2001) * * * * ** (-) * (-) 7

Hansen (2001) * * * * ** (-) * (-) 7

Schernhammer (2005) * * (-) (-) * * * * 6

Lie (2006) * * (-) * ** (-) * (-) 6

O’Leary (2006) * * * (-) ** (-) * * 7

Pesch (2010) * * * * ** (-) * (-) 7

Lie (2011) * * (-) * ** * * (-) 7

Hansen and Stevens 
(2012) * * (-) * ** * * * 8

Hansen and Lassen 
(2012) * * * (-) ** * * (-) 7

Fritschi (2013) * * * * * * * (-) 7

Grundy (2013) * * * * ** * * (-) 8

Menegaux (2013) * * * * ** * * * 9

Rabstein (2013) * * * * ** (-) * (-) 7

Li (2015) * * * * ** * * * 9

Papantoniou (2015) * * (-) * ** (-) * * 7

Wang (2015) * * (-) * ** * * * 8

Papantoniou (2016) * * (-) * ** * * * 8
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Cohort studies

Author (Year)

selection
(Max. 4 stars)

Comparability
(Max. 2 stars)

outcome
(Max. 3 stars) Total 

Quality 
score

represen-
tativeness 
of exposed

selection of 
non-exposed

Ascertainment 
of exposure

outcome of 
interest not 

present

Ascertainment 
of outcome Follow-up

Adequacy 
of follow-

up

Schernhammer (2001) * * (-) (-) * * * * 6

Kubo (2006) * * * * ** * * * 9

Schernhammer (2006) * * * * ** (-) * * 8

Pronk (2010) * * * * ** * * * 9

Kubo (2011) * * * * ** * * * 9

Parent (2012) * * * * ** * * * 9

Schwartzbaum (2007) * * * (-) ** * * * 8

Knutsson (2013) * * * (-) * * * (-) 6

Koppes (2014) * * * * ** (-) * * 8

Akerstedt (2015) * * * (-) ** * * (-) 7

Travis (2016) * * * * ** * * * 9

Dickerman (2016) * * * * ** (-) * * 8

Vistisen (2017) * * * (-) ** * * (-) 7

Wegrzyn (2017) * * * * ** (-) * * 8

Behrens (2017) * * * (-) ** * * (-) 7

Åkerstedt (2017) * * * (-) ** * * (-) 7

Breast cancer was the principal focus of 
the selected works with 26 of them (78.8%) 
targeting breast cancer and night-shift 
work; most of them studied these factors 
in a sample population of nurses working 
in rotation shifts. Other occupations con-
sidered were armed forces63 and textile in-
dustry 41, apart from the general population 
(Table 2).

One study revealed that higher urinary 
melatonin levels are associated with a low-
er risk of breast cancer43, while another 
found that LAN and lack of sleep was as-
sociated to breast cancer, suggesting a link 
with melatonin levels64. GENICA35,65 is a pop-
ulation-based case-control study on breast 
cancer with detailed information on shift 
work characteristics that reported asso-
ciation between long-term night-work and 
increased breast cancer risk, particularly 
of those ER-negative35.

Women working at least three nights 
per month were defined as night-shift work-
ers by the NHS studies37,40,43, which report-
ed a direct relationship between number of 
years of shift-work and risk of breast can-
cer: after 12 years of follow up, women who 
had worked at least 20 years on rotating 
night-shifts suffered more cases of breast 
cancer66,67.

It is noteworthy that many of these 
studies found an association between 
night-shift work and breast cancer in long-
term exposures33,36,37,39,40,44,46-49,55,60-62 where 
long-term exposure was defined as a dura-
tion of at least 20 years; this indicates the 
long time required to see the effects of LAN 
exposure.

In spite of this apparent consensus 
regarding the association between night-
shift work and breast cancer risk, there 
were other studies that found no relati-
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oship34,38,41,42,54,57. Some authors point out 
that this could possibly be due to the rel-
evance of menopausal status as a deter-
mining factor and the number of pre-men-
opausal and post-menopausal women in 
the sample population. Another limitation 
is the heterogeneity of rotating shifts, in 
other words, the frequency and number 
of consecutive night-shifts, which depend 
on the legislation in each country. Travis 
et al54 analyse three different cohorts of 
women (Million Women Study, EPIC-Ox-
ford, and UK Biobank). Joining the three 
cohorts, they recruited more than 790,000 
women, and found that explosive to night-
shift work (assessed as <10 years, 10-20 
and >20) has no influence on breast can-
cer risk.

Despite the selected studies differing in 
design, study population, and conclusion, 
76.0% of them found a significant associa-
tion between breast cancer risk and night-
shift work, although all of them acknowl-
edged that further research is necessary to 
confirm this finding.

Eight publications studying night-shift 
work and prostate cancer were also re-
viewed45,50-53,56 and six out of them (75.0%) 
found a significant association. One of 
them was a prospective cohort study of 
Japanese working men52 that, by using Cox 
proportional-hazards model, concluded 
that, in comparison to day workers, ro-
tating-shift workers were at greater risk 
of prostate cancer, while fixed night-work 
was associated with a small and non-sig-
nificant increase in prostate cancer risk. 
The other study that observed a signifi-
cant association between shift work and 
prostate cancer was a case-control study 
that evaluated the chronotype by logistic 
regression analysis adjusted for potential 
confounders53, a significant increasing risk 
of prostate cancer was observed for night-
shift work, being the highest risk in those 
who worked for 28 or more years (OR = 1.4; 
95% CI: 1.1-1.8). Parent et al58 conducted a 
case-control study with data from job his-
tories from Quebec (Canada) between 1979 
and 1985, comparing men who worked 
at night at some point to those men who 
never worked at night; the adjusted OR of 

prostate cancer for men who ever worked 
at night was 2.09 (95%CI: 1.40-3.14).

Kubo et al51 observed some increase in 
the risk of prostate cancer for shift work-
ers, although, as authors indicated, it was 
not statistically significant probably due to 
the small number of cases. However, Dick-
erman et al50 suggest that chronotype may 
be associated with increased prostate can-
cer risk (HR 1.3; 95 % CI: 1.1-1.6) and hav-
ing some influence on the relationship be-
tween shift work and prostate cancer risk.

The two most recent prostate cancer 
publications reached opposing conclu-
sions: Behrens et al45 reported an increased 
risk for prostate cancer in men in both 
long-term shifts or night-work (although 
it was higher within long-term shift work-
ers) while Åkerstedt et al56 concluded that 
working at night does not seem to consti-
tute a risk factor for prostate cancer.

disCUssion

This systematic review included thir-
ty-three studies that assessed the associ-
ation between night-shift work and breast 
or prostate cancer. All the included stud-
ies found that there was a positive asso-
ciation between circadian disruption and 
cancer, although in some of them the as-
sociation was non-significant, either for 
breast33-35,38,41,42,44,47,54-57,63,65 or for prostate 
cancer50-53,56,59. According to NOS, the in-
cluded studies had low risk of bias, given 
that 90.3% of them scored more than seven 
stars.

A possible relationship between ex-
posure to light at night and breast cancer 
risk was first hypothesized in 198768. How-
ever, whereas there is strong evidence of 
this association in studies on animals7-9, 
in humans there is less evidence. There 
are numerous studies on the association 
between rotating shift work and gener-
al health that were not included in this 
review because they focused on chronic 
diseases (mainly cardiovascular risk fac-
tors) other than cancer69. Consistent with 
the current results, a 2014 meta-analysis 
of breast cancer risk and circadian disrup-
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tion stemming from night-shift work, light 
at night, and sleep deficiency29 concluded 
that there was a significant association be-
tween these circadian disruption factors 
and cancer in women (pooled RR = 1.14; 
95% CI: 1.08-1.21). Nevertheless, the me-
ta-analysis did not find an association be-
tween night-shift work and breast cancer 
incidence in particular54.

An apparent difficulty is that shift work 
is not an easy concept to define15,70 and it 
has not been described consistently across 
studies. Although most studies describe 
night-shift work as the shift beginning after 
19:00 and ending before 09:00h, it is consid-
erably more difficult to define rotating shift 
work. LAN is another factor involving cir-
cadian disruption that has been frequently 
examined71-75. Exposure to LAN is associat-
ed with many night-shift jobs; however, be-
cause there are many types of shift work, 
it is difficult for epidemiological question-
naires to cover all contingencies. Due to 
this heterogeneity, and in order to avoid 
confounding factors, these studies were ex-
cluded from this review.

Various publications analysed night-
shift work and breast cancer risk from a 
genetic perspective. They were based on 
the hypothesis that circadian clock gene 
variants modulate breast cancer risk. The 
results of these studies showed an asso-
ciation between several polymorphisms 
in circadian genes, night-work, and breast 
cancer risk76-78. Although the biological 
mechanisms participating in carcinogene-
sis based on circadian disruption are not 
clear, some studies point out that night-
time work may cause abnormalities in the 
circadian clockwork and may lead to fail-
ures in the control of the cell division cycle 
as well as a predisposition to certain dis-
eases, such as non-Hodgkin lymphoma79.

Furthermore, shift work is also associ-
ated with certain metabolic, physiologic, 
and behavioural factors10 which are diffi-
cult to isolate from sleep loss and circadi-
an disruption. For example, some studies 
reported that, in comparison to non-shift 
workers, shift workers showed higher per-
centages of cigarette smoking and alcohol 
consumption37,44,47,80; such factors may act 

as confounders distorting the results as 
they are also related to higher cancer risk.

Because of the relatively small number 
of studies on the link between night-shift 
work and cancer, evidence of the associ-
ation of these factors is limited. Besides, 
the heterogeneous nature of the research 
examined in this review means that the re-
sults should be interpreted with caution. 
The studies also differed in their popula-
tion samples, definitions of shift work, ex-
posure duration, length of follow-up, study 
design (retrospective/prospective), and 
control variables. Although such heteroge-
neity provides a wider scope and a broad-
er view of the issue, it also means that the 
conclusions are far from being conclusive. 
For example, a crucial factor as exposure 
duration, is irregularly presented and dif-
ferently considered in the studies, not 
only concerning whether it is a permanent 
night-shift work or a rotating shift, but also 
the number of hours of rotating night-shift 
work and the frequency of night-shift per 
week/month/year. In spite of this research 
provides some evidence that night-shift 
work produces an effect in long-term expo-
sures (after 20-30 years), findings pertain-
ing to short-term exposures are somewhat 
less consistent.

Exposure itself is also very differently 
presented. Depending on the study, the 
assessment of this variable may be based 
on the following factors: sleep loss, circadi-
an disruption, shift work, night-shift work, 
napping, etc. Different studies used diver-
gent definitions of shift work; thus, both 
studies that found a positive association 
as well as those that did not, may have 
experienced some difficulty in pooling 
the frequencies of night-shifts due to the 
inexistence of fixed criteria regarding the 
number of night-shifts (per week/month/
year) required for long-term circadian dis-
ruption. Due to all these reasons, a quanti-
tative summary of the results was not fea-
sible and a qualitative summary was done 
instead.

Five recent reviews and meta-analyses 
in breast cancer have produced discrepant 
results, with some of them finding an asso-
ciation between night-shift work and elevat-
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ed breast cancer risk29,30,81,82, while others 
found little or no effect on breast cancer 
incidence12,54. In addition, one of these me-
ta-analyses included studies of airline cab-
in crew even though the increased cancer 
risk in this occupational group (by 48.0%) 
could stem from exposure to cosmic radia-
tion81. Nonetheless, in long-distance flights, 
potential circadian rhythm disturbances 
may be related to exposure to LAN and jet 
lag. That type of epidemiological studies 
was not included in our review because cir-
cadian disruption was no directly related 
to shift work in cabin crew.

The number of participants could be 
another determining factor in the stud-
ies reviewed because it is far from easy 
to find people who have worked rotating 
night-shifts for 20 or more years. The pre/
post-menopausal status of female partici-
pants should also be considered since this 
is another important risk factor for breast 
cancer, as postmenopausal women can be 
more exposed to hormones through oes-
trogen replacement therapy, in addition to 
their increased age83. Other limitation of 
our review was that the sample population 
in many studies on shift work and breast 
cancer risk consisted solely of nurses; 
the majority of these studies, exception 
made by the more recent ones34,54, report-
ed a higher risk of breast cancer in women 
working on night-shifts for long periods. 
However, this association might be affect-
ed by confounding factors, such as alcohol 
and smoking habits, previously mentioned.

Given the difficulties in measuring the 
effect of shift work on cancer risk, and giv-
en the confounding factors and different 
population samples, our judgment is that 
there is no definitive epidemiological evi-
dence yet that circadian disruption leading 
to increased cancer risk.

Despite the increasing number of stud-
ies publishing on breast and prostate can-
cer risk in relation to night-shift work, me-
latonin levels, and circadian rhythm, the 
evidence of a possible association remains 
inconclusive due to both limitations inher-
ent to this type of studies and differences 
in the aetiology of cancers. Clearly, more 
epidemiological research is needed in or-

der to draw definitive conclusions on the 
impact of circadian disruption on human 
health and its possible association with in-
creased cancer risk. Meanwhile, it is advis-
able to follow the precautionary principle 
recommended by the IARC in 2007.

reFerenCes

1. Yong M, nasterlack M. Shift work and cancer: 
state of science and practical consequences. 
Arh Hig Rada Toksikol 2012; 63: 153-60.

2. JeMal a, BraY F, center MM, FerlaY J, Ward e, 
ForMan d. Global cancer statistics. CA Cancer 
J Clin 2011; 61: 69-90.

3. WHO. WHO | Cancer Who. 2015. http://www.
who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs297/en/. 
Accessed 2017 Jun 7.

4. WHO. Globocan 2012 – Home. http://globo-
can.iarc.fr/Default.aspx. Accessed 2017 Nov 
23.

5. Parkin dM, BoYd l, Walker lc. The fraction of 
cancer attributable to lifestyle and environ-
mental factors in the UK in 2010. Br J Cancer 
2011; 105 Suppl: S77-81.

6. schüz J, esPina c, Villain P, herrero r, leon Me, 
Minozzi s et al. European code against cancer 
4th Edition: 12 ways to reduce your cancer 
risk. Cancer Epidemiol 2015; 39: S1-10.

7. Blask de, hill sM, dauchY rt, Xiang s, Yuan l, 
duPlessis t et al. Circadian regulation of mo-
lecular, dietary, and metabolic signaling me-
chanisms of human breast cancer growth by 
the nocturnal melatonin signal and the con-
sequences of its disruption by light at night. 
J Pineal Res 2011; 51: 259-269.

8. Blask de, dauchY rt, Brainard gc, haniFin JP. 
Circadian stage-dependent inhibition of hu-
man breast cancer metabolism and growth 
by the nocturnal melatonin signal: conse-
quences of its disruption by light at night in 
rats and women. Integr Cancer Ther 2009; 8: 
347-353.

9. Blask de, Brainard gc, dauchY rt, haniFin JP, 
daVidson lk, krause Ja et al. Melatonin-de-
pleted blood from premenopausal women 
exposed to light at night stimulates growth 
of human breast cancer xenografts in nude 
rats. Cancer Res 2005; 65: 11174-11184.

10. kolstad ha. Nightshift work and risk of 
breast cancer and other cancers--a critical 
review of the epidemiologic evidence. Scand 
J Work Env Heal 2008; 34: 5-22.

11. straiF k, Baan r, grosse Y, secretan B, el ghis-
sassi F, BouVard V et al. Carcinogenicity of 

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs297/en/
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs297/en/
http://globocan.iarc.fr/Default.aspx
http://globocan.iarc.fr/Default.aspx


E. Salamanca-Fernández y otros

224 An. Sist. Sanit. Navar. 2018, Vol. 41, Nº 2, mayo-agosto

shift-work, painting, and fire-fighting. Lancet 
Oncol 2007; 8: 1065-1066.

12. kaMdar BB, tergas ai, Mateen FJ, BhaYani nh, 
oh J. Night-shift work and risk of breast 
cancer: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Breast Cancer Res Treat 2013; 
138: 291-301.

13. hansen J. Risk of breast cancer after night- 
and shift work: Current evidence and on-
going studies in Denmark. Cancer Causes 
Control 2006; 17: 531-537.

14. reed Va. Shift work, light at night, and the 
risk of breast cancer. AAOHN J 2011; 59: 37-
45; quiz 46.

15. steVens rg, hansen J, costa g, haus e, kauP-
Pinen t, aronson kJ et al. Considerations of 
circadian impact for defining “shift work” in 
cancer studies: IARC Working Group Report. 
Occup Environ Med 2011; 68: 154-162.

16. FeYchting M, osterlund B, ahlBoM a. Reduced 
cancer incidence among the blind. Epide-
miology 1998; 9: 490-494.

17. taMarkin l, cohen M, roselle d, reichert 
c, liPPMan M, chaBner B. Melatonin inhibi-
tion and pinealectomy enhancement of 
7,12-dimethylbenz(a)anthracene-induced 
mammary tumors in the rat. Cancer Res 
1981; 41: 4432-4436.

18. haddadi gh, Fardid r. Oral administration of 
melatonin modulates the expression of tu-
mor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α) gene in irradia-
ted rat cervical spinal cord. Rep Pract Oncol 
Radiother 2015; 20: 123-127.

19. Ferreira gM, Martinez M, caMargo icc, doMe-
niconi rF, Martinez Fe, de alMeida chuFFa lg. 
Melatonin attenuates Her-2, p38 MAPK, p-
AKT, and mTOR levels in ovarian carcinoma 
of ethanol-preferring rats. J Cancer 2014; 5: 
728-735.

20. orendáš P, kuBatka P, BoJkoVá B, kassaYoVá M, 
kaJo k, VýBohoVá d et al. Melatonin potentia-
tes the anti-tumour effect of pravastatin in 
rat mammary gland carcinoma model. Int J 
Exp Pathol 2014; 95: 401-410.

21. VisWanathan an, schernhaMMer es. Circulating 
melatonin and the risk of breast and endo-
metrial cancer in women. Cancer Lett 2009; 
281: 1-7.

22. cos s, Fernández r, güézMes a, sánchez-Barce-
ló eJ. Influence of melatonin on invasive 
and metastatic properties of MCF-7 human 
breast cancer cells. Cancer Res 1998; 58: 
4383-4390.

23. VisWanathan an, hankinson se, schernhaMMer 
es. Night shift work and the risk of endo-
metrial cancer. Cancer Res 2007; 67: 10618-
10622.

24. daVis s, Mirick dk. Circadian disruption, shift 
work and the risk of cancer: A summary of 
the evidence and studies in Seattle. Cancer 
Causes Control 2006; 17: 539-545.

25. czeisler ca, klerMan eB. Circadian and sleep-
dependent regulation of hormone release in 
humans. Recent Prog Horm Res 1999; 54: 97-
130; discussion 130-132.

26. czeisler ca, allan Js, strogatz sh, ronda JM, 
sanchez r, rios cd et al. Bright light resets the 
human circadian pacemaker independent of 
the timing of the sleep-wake cycle. Science 
1986; 233: 667-671.

27. reFinetti r, Menaker M. The circadian rhythm 
of body temperature. Physiol Behav 1992; 51: 
613-637.

28. Brzezinski a. Melatonin in humans. N Engl J 
Med 1997; 336: 186-195.

29. he c, anand st, eBell Mh, Vena Je, roBB sW. 
Circadian disrupting exposures and breast 
cancer risk: a meta-analysis. Int Arch Occup 
Environ Health 2014; 88: 533-547.

30. Wang F, Yeung kl, chan Wc, kWok cch, leung 
sl, Wu c et al. A meta-analysis on dose-res-
ponse relationship between night shift work 
and the risk of breast cancer. Ann Oncol 
2013; 24: 2724-2732.

31. sigurdardottir lg, ValdiMarsdottir ua, Fall k, 
rider Jr, lockleY sW, schernhaMMer E et al. Cir-
cadian disruption, sleep loss, and prostate 
cancer risk: a systematic review of epidemio-
logic studies. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers 
Prev 2012; 21: 1002-1011.

32. Wells g, B s, o’connell d, Peterson J, Welch 
V, losos M et al. The Newcastle-Ottawa Scale 
(NOS) for assessing the quality of nonrando-
mised studies in meta-analyses. The New-
castle-Ottawa Scale (NOS) for assessing the 
quality of nonrandomised studies in meta-
analyses. 2000. Available from: http://www.
ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/
oxford.asp

33. WegrzYn lr, taMiMi rM, rosner Ba, BroWn sB, 
steVens rg, eliassen ah et al. Rotating night-
shift work and the risk of breast cancer in 
the Nurses’ Health Studies. Am J Epidemiol 
2017; 186: 532-540.

34. Vistisen ht, garde ah, FrYdenBerg M, christian-
sen P, hansen ÃM, andersen J et al. Short-term 
effects of night shift work on breast cancer 
risk: a cohort study of payroll data. Scand J 
Work Environ Health 2017; 43: 59-67.

35. raBstein s, harth V, Pesch B, PallaPies d, lotz 
a, JustenhoVen c et al. Night work and breast 
cancer estrogen receptor status – Results 
from the German GENICA study. Scand J 
Work Environ Heal 2013; 39: 448-455.

http://www.ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/oxford.asp
http://www.ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/oxford.asp
http://www.ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/oxford.asp


Night-shift work aNd breast aNd prostate caNcer risk

An. Sist. Sanit. Navar. 2018, Vol. 41, Nº 2, mayo-agosto  225

36. Åkerstedt t, knutsson a, narusYte J, sVedBerg 
P, kecklund g, aleXanderson k. Night work 
and breast cancer in women: a Swedish co-
hort study. BMJ Open 2015; 5: e008127; doi.
org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-008127.

37. schernhaMMer es, kroenke ch, laden F, hankin-
son se. Night work and risk of breast cancer. 
Epidemiology 2006; 17: 108-111.

38. Pronk a, Ji Bt, shu Xo, Xue s, Yang g, li hl et 
al. Night-shift work and breast cancer risk in 
a cohort of Chinese women. Am J Epidemiol 
2010; 171: 953-959.

39. Wang P, ren F-MM, lin Y, su F-XX, Jia W-hh, su 
X-FF et al. Night-shift work, sleep duration, 
daytime napping, and breast cancer risk. 
Sleep Med 2015; 16: 462-468.

40. schernhaMMer es, laden F, sPeizer Fe, Willett 
Wc, hunter dJ, kaWachi i et al. Rotating night 
shifts and risk of breast cancer in women 
participating in the Nurses’ Health Study. J 
Natl Cancer Inst 2001; 93: 1563-1568.

41. li W, raY rM, thoMas dB, daVis s, Yost M, 
BresloW n et al. Shift work and breast cancer 
among women textile workers in Shanghai, 
China. Cancer Causes Control 2015; 26: 143-
150.

42. o’learY es, schoenFeld er, steVens rg, kaBat 
gc, henderson k, griMson r et al. Shift work, 
light at night, and breast cancer on Long Is-
land, New York. Am J Epidemiol 2006; 164: 
358-366.

43. schernhaMMer es, hankinson se. Urinary me-
latonin levels and breast cancer risk. J Natl 
Cancer Inst 2005; 97: 1084-1087.

44. Fritschi l, erren tc, glass dc, girschik J, thoM-
son ak, saunders c et al. The association bet-
ween different night shiftwork factors and 
breast cancer: a case-control study. Br J Can-
cer 2013; 109: 2472-2480.

45. Behrens t, raBstein s, Wichert k, erBel r, eisele 
l, arendt M et al. Shift work and the inciden-
ce of prostate cancer: a 10-year follow-up of 
a German population-based cohort study. 
Scand J Work Environ Health 2017; 43: 560-
568.

46. lie Jas, roessink J, kJærheiM k. Breast cancer 
and night work among Norwegian nurses. 
Cancer Causes Control 2006; 17: 39-44.

47. MenegauX F, truong t, anger a, cordina-duVer-
ger e, laMkarkach F, arVeuX P et al. Night work 
and breast cancer: A population-based case-
control study in France (the CECILE study). 
Int J Cancer 2012; 132: 924-931.

48. hansen J. Increased Breast cancer risk among 
women who work predominantly at night. 
Epidemiology 2001; 12: 74-77.

49. lie Jas, kJuus h, zienolddinY s, haugen a, ste-
Vens rg, kJærheiM k. Night work and breast 
cancer risk among Norwegian nurses: As-
sessment by different exposure metrics. Am 
J Epidemiol 2011; 173: 1272-1279.

50. dickerMan Ba, Markt sc, koskenVuo M, huBlin 
c, Pukkala e, Mucci la et al. Sleep disruption, 
chronotype, shift work, and prostate cancer 
risk and mortality: a 30-year prospective co-
hort study of Finnish twins. Cancer Causes 
Control 2016; 27: 1-10.

51. kuBo t, oYaMa i, nakaMura t, kuniMoto M, ka-
doWaki k, otoMo h et al. Industry-based re-
trospective cohort study of the risk of pros-
tate cancer among rotating-shift workers. Int 
J Urol 2011; 18: 206-211.

52. kuBo t, ozasa k, MikaMi k, Wakai k, FuJino Y, 
WatanaBe Y et al. Prospective cohort study of 
the risk of prostate cancer among rotating-
shift workers: Findings from the Japan colla-
borative cohort study. Am J Epidemiol 2006; 
164: 549-555.

53. PaPantoniou k, castaño-VinYals g, esPinosa 
a, aragonés n, Pérez-góMez B, Burgos J et al. 
Night shift work, chronotype and prostate 
cancer risk in the MCC-Spain case-control 
study. Int J Cancer 2015; 137: 1147-1157.

54. traVis rc, BalkWill a, FensoM gk, aPPleBY Pn, 
reeVes gk, Wang X-s et al. night shift work 
and breast cancer incidence: three prospec-
tive studies and meta-analysis of published 
studies. J Natl Cancer Inst 2016; 108; doi.
org/10.1093/jnci/djw169.

55. PaPantoniou k, castaño-VinYals g, esPinosa a, 
aragonés n, Pérez-góMez B, ardanaz e et al. 
Breast cancer risk and night shift work in a 
case-control study in a Spanish population. 
Eur J Epidemiol 2016; 31: 867-878.

56. Åkerstedt t, narusYte J, sVedBerg P, kecklund 
g, aleXanderson k. Night work and prostate 
cancer in men: A Swedish prospective co-
hort study. BMJ Open 2017; 7: 015751; doi.
org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-015751.

57. koPPes llJ, geuskens ga, Pronk a, VerMeulen 
rch, de VrooMe eMM. Night work and breast 
cancer risk in a general population prospec-
tive cohort study in the Netherlands. Eur J 
Epidemiol 2014; 29: 577-584.

58. Parent M-éé, el-zein M, rousseau M-cc, Pintos 
J, sieMiatYcki J. Night work and the risk of can-
cer among men. Am J Epidemiol 2012; 176: 
751-759.

59. schWartzBauM J, ahlBoM a, FeYchting M. Cohort 
study of cancer risk among male and female 
shift workers. Scand J Work Environ Health 
2007; 33: 336-343.

doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-008127
doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-008127
doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djw169
doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djw169
doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-015751
doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-015751


E. Salamanca-Fernández y otros

226 An. Sist. Sanit. Navar. 2018, Vol. 41, Nº 2, mayo-agosto

60. knutsson a, alFredsson l, karlsson B, Åkers-
tedt t, Fransson ei, WesterholM P et al. Breast 
cancer among shift workers: Results of the 
WOLF longitudinal cohort study. Scand J 
Work Environ Heal 2013; 39: 170-177.

61. hansen J, steVens rg. Case-control study of 
shift-work and breast cancer risk in Danish 
nurses: Impact of shift systems. Eur J Cancer 
2012; 48: 1722-1729.

62. grundY a, richardson h, BurstYn i, lohrisch c, 
senguPta sk, lai as et al. Increased risk of 
breast cancer associated with long-term shi-
ft work in Canada. Occup Environ Med 2013; 
70: 1-8.

63. hansen J, lassen cF. Nested case-control stu-
dy of night shift work and breast cancer risk 
among women in the Danish military. Occup 
Environ Med 2012; 69: 551-556.

64. daVis s, Mirick dk, steVens rg. Night shift 
work, light at night, and risk of breast cancer. 
J Natl Cancer Inst 2001; 93: 1557-1562.

65. Pesch B, harth V, raBstein s, Baisch c, schi-
FFerMann M, PallaPies d et al. Night work and 
breast cancer – Results from the German GE-
NICA study. Scand J Work Environ Heal 2010; 
36: 134-141.

66. Poole eM, schernhaMMer e, Mills l, hankinson 
se, tWoroger ss. Urinary melatonin and risk 
of ovarian cancer. Cancer Causes Control 
2015; 26: 1501-1506.

67. Poole eM, schernhaMMer es, tWoroger ss. Ro-
tating night shift work and risk of ovarian 
cancer. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 
2011; 20: 934-938.

68. steVens rg. Electric power use and breast 
cancer: a hypothesis. Am J Epidemiol 1987; 
125: 556-561.

69. raMin c, deVore ee, Wang W, Pierre-Paul J, We-
grzYn lr, schernhaMMer es. Night shift work at 
specific age ranges and chronic disease risk 
factors. Occup Environ Med 2015; 72: 100-107.

70. garde ah, hansen J, kolstad ha, larsen ad, 
hansen ÅM. How do different definitions of 
night shift affect the exposure assessment of 
night work? Chronobiol Int 2016; 33: 595-598.

71. kloog i, haiM a, steVens rg, PortnoV Ba. Glo-
bal co-distribution of light at night (LAN) and 
cancers of prostate, colon, and lung in men. 
Chronobiol Int 2009; 26: 108-125.

72. li Q, zheng t, holFord tr, BoYle P, zhang Y, 
dai M. Light at night and breast cancer risk: 

results from a population-based case-control 
study in Connecticut, USA. Cancer Causes 
Control 2010; 21: 2281-2285.

73. hurleY s, goldBerg d, nelson d, hertz a, horn-
ross Pl, Bernstein l et al. Light at night and 
breast cancer risk among California tea-
chers. Epidemiology 2014; 25: 697-706.

74. steVens rg. Light-at-night, circadian disrup-
tion and breast cancer: Assessment of exis-
ting evidence. Int J Epidemiol 2009; 38: 963-
970.

75. dickerMan B, liu J. Does current scientific evi-
dence support a link between light at night 
and breast cancer among female night-shift 
nurses? Review of evidence and implications 
for occupational and environmental health 
nurses. Workplace Health Saf 2012; 60: 273-
281; quiz 282.

76. zienolddinY s, haugen a, lie J-as, kJuus h, an-
Markrud kh, kJaerheiM k. Analysis of polymor-
phisms in the circadian-related genes and 
breast cancer risk in Norwegian nurses wor-
king night shifts. Breast Cancer Res 2013; 15: 
R53.

77. Monsees gM, kraFt P, hankinson se, hunter dJ, 
schernhaMMer es. Circadian genes and breast 
cancer susceptibility in rotating shift wor-
kers. Int J Cancer 2012; 131: 2547-2552.

78. truong t, liQuet B, MenegauX F, Plancoulaine s, 
laurent-Puig P, Mulot c et al. Breast cancer 
risk, nightwork, and circadian clock gene po-
lymorphisms. Endocr Relat Cancer 2014; 21: 
629-638.

79. lahti ta, Partonen t, kYYrönen P, kauPPinen t, 
Pukkala e. Night-time work predisposes to 
non-Hodgkin lymphoma. Int J Cancer 2008; 
123: 2148-2151.

80. schernhaMMer es, Feskanich d, liang g, han J. 
Rotating night-shift work and lung cancer 
risk among female nurses in the United Sta-
tes. Am J Epidemiol 2013; 178: 1434-1441.

81. Megdal sP, kroenke ch, laden F, Pukkala e, 
schernhaMMer es. Night work and breast can-
cer risk: A systematic review and meta-analy-
sis. Eur J Cancer 2005; 41: 2023-2032.

82. hansen J. Night shift work and risk of breast 
cancer. Curr Environ Heal Reports 2017; 4: 
325-339.

83. kelseY Jl, gaMMon Md, John eM. Reproducti-
ve factors and breast cancer. Epidemiol Rev 
1993; 15: 36-47.


	Night-shift work and breast and prostate cancer risk:
updating the evidence from epidemiological studies
	ABSTRACT
	RESUMEN
	Introducción
	METHODS
	RESULTS
	DISCUSSION
	REFERENCES


